The book written by a professional neuroscientist (BEAUREGARD & PAQUETTE 2006) and a professional science writer aims to be a balanced overview against the naturalization of the mind, seemingly so popular in present day science, psychology, and even philosophy. The authors (both Canadian) have certainly made a welcome contribution. They have surveyed all the mock science and pseudoscience that claim to reveal "God centers" in the brain, and the truth about the essence of spiritual experiences.
BOOK REVIEW / REZENSION
theory of self and consciousness, intending to overcome the tensions of localizationist materialism and the trivialities of our feeling of self-integration. It is also rather telling that the book entirely misses new materialist-spiritualist debates like the books of Changeux and Ricoeur (CHANGEUX 2002; CHANGEUX & RICOEUR 2000) .
Another critical miss in the book is the total lack of considering the functionalist tradition in dealing with the mind-brain relation. The Aristotelian, rather than the Cartesian, position was clearly modernized by Gilbert RYLE (1949) , and then spread into the functionalist attitude of cognitive science (see the reader edited by BLOCK 1980). This attitude, as some examples like the Hungarian SCHILLER (1947) showed, allows one to avoid the simply localizationist attitude of both parties in the present "spiritualist-materialist" debate as presented by the authors. (See PLÉH 2009 about this attitude.)
While it seems to give in to the pop style, in many respects the book remains difficult to read. It has a difficult organization. The reader has to check all materials in two places: in a short reference list, and in the footnotes, the latter ones being hard to follow due to their numbering. This challenging task emulates the dual aims of the book: to be a serious defence of dualism, and a pop anti-naturalist pamphlet.
In sum, the book is a welcome reading for believers, supporting their commitment towards claiming the existence of a spiritual domain, and at the same time it is more of a half-serious reading for the ignorant and the atheist. It does not provide a convincing synthesis of the spiritualist claims. Rather, it gives an ironical picture of the fallacies in the argumentation of both the naturalists and the believers. There is still more to come.
